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HE Apoſtle in the preceding Verſes 
; aſſigns ſome Reaſons for the Ob- 
on. 

8 


1 CoR. XI. 16. 


But if any Man ſeem to be contentious, 


Me have no ſuch Cuſtom, neither 
the Churches of God. 


ſervance of a Cuftom, which at his 
; py a Church among the Co- 
rinthians he had eftabliſhed there, and they re- 


tained; but to put their Obligation to conform 
to it beyond all poſſible Controverſy, he ſub- 


joyns concerning the contrary Practice: But f 


any Man ſeem to be contentious, We have no ſuch 
Cuſtom, neither the Churches of God ; by which, un- 


doubtedly, he meant the univerſal Church, con- 


fiſting of all the leſſer Societies of Chriſtians, at 
the Time of his writing this Epiſtle, the whole 


Church in thoſe Early Days. 


It was not a bare Ceremony, or indifferent 
Rite ſetting aſide Its Injunctions, whereof he 
here makes Its Authority ſo firm a Foundation, 


but a reaſonable, and juſt Doctrine conſidered 


in itſelf, having for its Grounds the Reaſons of 


it aſſigned by him. 
I may therefore, I think, be allowed to take 


Occaſion from the Words, to Mina concern- 
ing 


. -- 


[ 2 ] 
ing the Authority of the Ancient Church in Con- 
troverſies in Divinity, by which I ſhall under- 
ſtand, in this Diſcourſe, all but the moral (in a 
ſtrict Senſe) Parts of Chriftianity, or the Goſpel: 
The Reaſonableneſs, and Uſe of Appeals where- 
unto in which Matters I ſhall endeavour to evince; 
not againſt the Papyſts, who notwithſtanding the 
Boaſts they do ſometimes make of this Authori- 
ty, do nevertheleſs by making even their Rule 
the Authority of the Church, and which Autho- 
rity they make the ſame in all Ages, ſettle all 


upon that of the preſent Church, that is, in their | 

Opinions, their own particular one only, which | 
might irreſiſtibly be demonſtrated to err, by | 
proving by ſelf-evident Deductions from equal- | 
ly apparent Principles even of Reaſon, which | 


cannot poſſibly deceive us, the Abſurdity of its 


Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation; but againft | 
thoſe Men, who rely on their own Reaſonings, | 


and Interpretations of Scripture, contrary to the 


Ancient Church's. ones, in the Matters men- 
tioned. ' In Oppoſition to whom therefore, | 


{hall endeavour 


| To ſhew, That neither our Reaſonings, | 
nor own Interpretations of Holy Scripture's | 


controverted Points of Divinity, deſerve to 
be depended on, eſpecially in Oppoſition 


to the Authority of the Ancient Church, but 
that it is not only proper Evidence, but | 
intirely to be relied on, and deciſve in theſe | 


| Matters. 
II. To confute the moſt material Objections 


to its being ſo o: 
I. 1 
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I. I ſhall begin what I have undertaken un- 
der the firſt Head with proving that our Reafon- 
:ngs about Holy Scripture's controyerted Points 
of Divinity are not to be relied upon, eſpecially 
1n Oppoſition to the Authority's Interpretations 
of them I am an Advocate for. Indeed I do rea- 
dily agree with the Gentlemen I am oppoſing, 
that whatever true Reaſonings do pronounce 
concerning theſe, or any Points, is always juſt 
and right. But nevertheleſs muſt take the Li- 
berty to deny their Conſequence they ſeem to 
draw from thence: Becauſe I cannot take this, 
or that Man's, no not their Reaſonings, for true 
Reaſonings, or juſt Concluſions from ſufficient 
Premiſes, nor think that becauſe the one always 
decide juſtly, the other do fo too. 

Alaſs! We are too apt to err, and our Rea- 


ſoningt, even that we confidently acquieſce in, to 
| conclude wrong, unleſs contrary and repugnant 


Opinions may be true. Witneſs the Hiſtory even 


of the Learned World. For how many Queſtions, 
| nay whole Syſtems, have the Reaſonings thereof 
made to undergo as many, not to ſay almoſt as 
| ſudden, great Varieties, and Viciſſitudes, as the 
moſt extraordinary Inftances of the Inconſtancy 


of Fortune, that haye been eyer known among 


the Sons of Men? 


It really would be quite an endleſs Task, to enu- 


merate All the latter, or Quarter of the former, 
that have been oppoſed, and defended; totally 


Defeated if you may believe ſome, complete Con- 
querors by the confident Reports of Others; 
univerſally ſubmitted to at ſome Times, univer- 
A 2 ſally 
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fally caſt off at others, all by the Force of ſeem- 
ing true Reaſoning, in the very ſame Places, nay 
at leaſt almoſt all over the World of Human 
Learning, from the firft Exiſtence of it, down 
to its Continuance to the preſent Day. 

But (which I am moſt concerned to remark ) 
what a Field of Controverſy has Divinity been 
to the Reaſoners in it, ever ſince they have made 
it a Province of Theirs! Tis true, all the ſeve- 
ral Denominations of Chriſtians, as lately hath 
been obſerved by an illuſtrious Prelate of our 
Church ', have ever agreed in the moſt neceſſa- 
ry Points (he doth not ſay in all the neceſſary * 
ones ſo much as of) Religion. But I need not 
refer you ſo far backward, as to the firſt inter- 
mingling of Metaphyſicks and human Reaſon- 
ngs with Divinity, and the numerous Diviſions 
of Chriſtians, immediately enſuing thereupon, 
of the Arians, from the Orthodox, thoſe who ad- 
hered to ſufficiently proved ancient Tradition, 
and among themſelves? : Nor to all the follow- 
ing Ages, including thoſe wherein, Reaſon and 


common Senſe ſeeming quite aſleep, almoſt all | 


the reſt of Chriſtians ſupinely ſuffered them- 


ſelves to be caught and entangled in the Yokes | 


— —— — —— 


— 
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1 Biſhop of Lond. 2d paſtor. Lett. p. 25. 2 See Mr. Chandler's Pre- 
tences of the contrary moſt unexceptionably confuted in Mr. Fohn- 
ſon's Letter to him. 3 Moſt alſo if not all the more ancient He- 
reticks I might have obſerved, ſhipwracked on the ſame Rock of 
their Reaſonings (tho' not Metaphylicks, to which moſt of them 


were very great Strangers) which they would follow and be influen- | 


ced by; for I think few, or none of them pretended expreſs Texts 
of Scripture for their Tenets, but ſome ſeeming Abſurdities of 
the contrary ones to their Apprehenſions, and Reafons ; or elſe 
only Conſequences from expreſs Scripture Texts, 
of 


Tz 


of whateyer moft monſtrouſly fooliſh Opinions 
a few deſigning Leaders contrived for them for 
their own worldly Services and Ends; till when 
the Schoolmen begun their contentious Quar- 
rels, and Abſurdities. No, later Times, and the 
innumerable Sects of Chriſtians ſince the Re- 
formation from Popery, and the Arguments 
whereby each of them defends itſelf, are too ſad 
Proofs how apt Men are to be miſtaken and 
err in their imagined true Reaſon:ngs and Con- 
cluſions both from Principles of Reaſon, and 
Scripture. Not to mention the great Diverſi- 


ties of Opinions, grounded on their Reaſonzngy, 


of Divines (among whom 1 do not reckon the 
falſe Sons) of our excellent Church, concerning 
Points which are not Articles of either its Faith, 
or Religion, nay and the Grounds, and Man- 
ners, of many of Them. Do not even They 


err, and diſperſe very wide one from another, 


where the Authority of the Church, either an- 
cient, or our own, doth not keep them roge- 
ther, as well as all others who refuſe to be di- 
rected by any Authority in their Reaſonings in 
the Science I am ſpeaking of? | 
And need we wonder hereat ? If in our Rea- 
ſonangs in this Science (in other Sciences they 
are not immediately to my Purpoſe) tho our 
Arguments be drawn up in the exacteſt Form, 
we fail, nevertheleſs, of preciſe, determined I- 
deas of any of the Terms of which they con- 


ſiſt, that, beſides their being extremely complex, 


generally conſiſting of many both Compoſitions, 
and Decompoſitions, have no ſenſible Standards 


by which to ſettle and adjuſt them. Or have 


not, 
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not, not only ſuch extraordinary Memories, but 
alſo ſo diligent, and cloſe Attentions, as always 
to retain in our Idea of the ſame Term, the 
ſame preciſe Collection, and Order of the Com- 
ponents of it, whenever our Argument requires 
us. Or any fingle Idea fails of being exactly 
adequate to the generally very difficult ſtandard 
that it ſhould be preciſely conformed to. — 
If any falſe Principles or wrong Aſſociations of 
Ideas, which none of us fail of being plenti- 
fully ſtocked with, and in at leaſt almoſt eve- 
ry Queſtion are very oft intruding themſelves, 
have any Hand in any Part of the Affair. — 
If we do not begin it from true Grounds, and 
Foundations of it, which 1s generally no ſuch 
an ealy Matter, and often not ſo much as at- 
tempted even by Men dealing very much in 
Controverſy, and reckoned profound Arguers. 
Or after we have ſet out right, take the leaſt 
wrong Step, or omit any, of all thoſe often 
very intricate, and concealed ones, that lie be- 
tween us, and the Reſolution of the Queſtion 
we would come to a Determination of. ---- Any 
one of all theſe Errors, towards ſome, or other 
of which, Prejudices are frequently too apt to 
incline very vehemently, tho inſenſibly, the 
moſt inflexible Purfuers of Truth, and our Tem- 
pers to precipitate, or betray the moſt Cau- 
tious, and Circumſpect into, will turn us out of 
the Way, and, if we are not ſet right by other 
Errors counteracting them, bring us to a wrong 
Concluſion, whether our Argument aims at De- 
monſtration, or Probability only; in which lat- 
ter Caſe it is equally neceſſary to be n 
wil 


Jon in Divinity, as the Experience of which I 
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with, and agree to, the Grounds, and Rules of 
Its proper Evidence, and as infallibly diſappoint- 
ed thereof by any of the forementioned Errors, 
as in the former. 

To all which if we add, that one wrong Con- 
cluſion is the direct Road to many others; can 
we poſſibly not expect, that Men ſhould wan- 
der ſo much from the Truth, and diſperſe ſo 
very wide one, from another, when they Na- 


have afore reminded you, informs us they do, 
and ever have done? Muſt you not both from 
this Experience, not to mention that, alſo be- 
fore taken notice of, in much more eaſy Scien- 
ces; and alſo from what we have obſerved con- 
cerning the Nature of the Thing; be intirely 
ſatisfied, of the. great Preſumption and Folly 
of our relying on our own Reaſonings concern- 
ing holy Scripture's controverted Points of Di- 
vinity? That they, moſt certainly, ought ge- 
nerally not to be relied on? Generally, I ſay 
it is moſt unqueſtionable in Conſequence of 
what hath been ſhewn, they ought not be re- 
lied on. For I deny not but there are ſome 
Conclufions concerning ſome of theſe Points 
which any Perſon may by Reaſoning perceive, 
and ſecurely aſſent to. Nor need 1 be at all 
concerned that I am forced to allow ſome Ex- 
ceptions : The general Concluſion perfectly an- 


ſwers my Purpoſe. 


But that our Reaſonings can never be relied 


| on, or have any Title to ſo much as the ve- 
| ry loweſt Degree of Aſſent imaginable, when 
they contradict, or deny the Ancient Church's 


In- 
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Interpretations of any of the controverted Points 
of Divinity, 1 ſhall, I hope, moſt fully ſatisfie 
you, by ſhewing, That human Reaſon can ne- 
ver know, or have any, tho ever ſo weak, juſt 
Pretence to think them falſe, either by Direct 
ly perceiving that they are Untruths; or be- 
cauſe of any Contradiction of them to any true 
Propoſition of It, or univerſally acknowledged 
one of Scripture: For to deny, or contradict 
any of them by maintaining either that Scri- 
pture doth not contain it, or that it contains 
contrary and inconſiſtent ones with it not uni- 
verſally acknowledged to be contained therein, 
is not to oppoſe our Neaſoningt, but own Inter- 
pretation: of Scripture to it. 
Firſt, our Reaſon can never know, or have any 
Ground to be perſuaded tho in the loweſt De- 
gree poſſible, Directiy, that the Ancient Church's 
Interpretations of holy Scripture's controverted 
Points of Divinity are not all Truths. I ſhall 
inſtance in as many of them, as I think moſt 
proper, and the Time will permit me. Eye- 
ry one of which may be a Truth for what we 
can poſſibly know, or think, to the contrary, 
Directiy; if the Span of our Comprehenſions be 
not commenſurate to the boundleſs Extent not 
only of this whole World, but Heaven, I may 
add Hell alſo; and can compleatly graſp eve- 
ry Thing in all of them, Created, or Uncreated. 
For 
Without preciſely knowing, perfectly com- 
prehending, to mention nothing elſe, (for in- 
deed he who fully comprehends it, may alſo 
all other Things,) the Nature of God, how 
18 
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S | 15 it poſſible for our Reaſon to know, or be 

> | perſuaded in any Degree, Directiy, that there 

- | are not Three Perſons in the Godhead? Or 

t | to have an exact Idea of the Relation of fallen 
Man to God? But it is extremely manifeſt, 

- | that not only this Relation is neceſſary to be 

- | thus perfectly comprehended by us, but, for 

d | what we, who have not all Knowledge, can 

t | pretend to think to the contrary, alſo many 

= | other Things utterly beyond our Reach, be- 

S | fore we can know, or think, Dzreily, that God 
= | doth not pardon, and remit eternal Puniſhment .? 
„ | of, our actual Sins, and allo original Corruption; 
- | and enable us (by his Laws relating to our | 
| Souls, their Thoughts, and Operations) to per- 
Y | form the Conditions of Salvation, or the leaſt | 
good Thing; only through the Merits of our | 
S | Bleſſed Saviour's Sufferings, and Death, or free- 1 
d ly offered Sacrifice of Himſelf, for us. 
Il The profeſſed End and Deſign of the Goſpel, 
It | leaves us no Room to doubt, that its Inftitu- | 

tions are calculated to promote the greateſt Vir- | 

tue and Happinels poſſible of its Profeſſors. Our 

& Reaſon therefore cannot know, or think, Di- 


rely, that it hath not inſtituted that Worſhip ; 
and Frequency thereof; and that it ſhould be of- 
fered up only by thoſe Perſons; and that kind 
of Church-Government; to all which the An- 
cient Church bears Witneſs ; unleſs it can diredt- 
ly perceive that all, or ſome of theſe Inſtitu- 
| tions do not conduce to thoſe Ends equally 
with ſome other Means ſupplanted by them, 
or not at all. Which it cannot pretend to do, 
without being firſt perfectly acquainted with a 
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the Springs of human Nature in general, and 
particular Perſons in all Ages; and alſo what 
Effects Conformity to all, or ſome of theſe aſ- 
ſerted Divine Appointments ( to ſay Nothing 
with Regard to any other different Means) will 
have conſidering all Circumſtances in every Age, 
or at leaſt that they cannot produce the men- 
tioned ones, Thereupon, both Naturally, and al- 
ſo taking into the Eſtimate the exact Force, and 
Operations of God's Laws of Grace; which, 
tis plain, fall not under the Obſervation of 
any of our Senſes either external, or internal ; 
nor can poſſibly be diſcovered, and computed 
by us, nor, at leaſt for ought we know to the 


contrary, by any, but his infinite Comprehen- | 


fion who is the Decreeer, and Executor of them. 

Next, our Reaſon can diſcover no Contradittion 
of any of the above-mentioned Concluſions, 
which, we ſhall ſhew, are all atteſted by the 
Ancient Church, to any Propoſition of Reaſon, 
or uni verſally acknowledged one of Scripture. 

No Contradiction to either, at leaſt worth men- 
tioning, but the Unity of the Godhead, or 
what will fall of Courſe with it, is objected to 
the Doctrine of Three equally Divine Perſons ; 
if we ſet aſide a late pretended Proof à priori 
of God, which may ſafely be contradicted with- 
out any Apprehenſion of the leaſt Danger from 
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1 Dr. Clarke, in anſwer to 7 Letter poſtſixed to his Boyle's Le- | 
fures, has the following Words, © If any ſober- minded Man is 


cc perſuaded that he can find any Flaw in that Demonſtration, or 
cc cares not to examine it, leaſt any of its Conſequences ſhould 
© prove inconſiſtent with ſome other Notions he has imbibed 
"Tis eaſily imagined what Notions he intimates the mentioned De- 


. monſtration, which depends, and is founded on the Proof 44 


proers | 


EE.» 
it, fince itſelf, not to mention very many others 
to which it is inſeperably attached, 1s built, and 
wholly founded on that Contradiction of a 
Cauſe prior to the firſt Cauſe. 

Three Perſons, one God, is no expreſs Con- 
tradittion, ſince the Subjects of the two Propo- 
fitions are not the ſame; for Perſon 1s one 1dea, 
God another. It is not an implicite Contradi- 
on; for certainly Three diſtinct Hypoſtaſes, 
or Suppoſita, the Firſt whereof begetteth the 
Second, the Third proceedeth from Both, with 
Each of them a proper Conſciouſneſs of itſelf, 
and Acts, may have One Divine Nature, or all 
thoſe Attributes and that metaphy ſical Defini- 
tion which conſtitute our Idea of God, com- 
mon to Each of them, for any Repugnancy 
that we can prove between the Ideas of theſe 
Terms; tho' three human Perſons cannot be 
one Man, which is no Conſequence of our I- 
deas of Perſon as here defined, and Unity, but 
of the Difference of either human Perſons, or 
Nature, or both, from the Divine. The ne- 
ceſſary- exiſtent Being, of infinite Goodnels, 
Wiſdom, Power, and every poſſible Perfection, 


both the Conſcious of itſelf, and Acts, Hypo- 


ſtaſis Begetting the Second, and the Second, and 
alſo the Third proceeding from Both, is. What 
Contradittion in all This; ſince it is notorious, that 


— 
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| priori of God, to be Really inconfiſtent with. And Mr. Jackſon 
ſpeaks his Mind plainly, Thus: © To be ſure, it (the Argument 4 


ce priori &c.) does not look favourably to a Trinity of three indepen- 
dent ſupreme Agents, or Gods (fo he honeſtly repreſents the true 


Doctine of the Trinity) it deſervedly deſtroys this Trinity by 
| "© eſtabliſhing the Unity Defence of Exiſt. and Cuit. of God. p. 210. 


11 the 
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the Impoſſibility of Eternal Generation, or, in 


other Words, of an Eternal Reference, or Rela- 
tion of One to Another, hath bcen tho' ſo very 
often attempted, always in vain 2 For That not 
beingcapable of being convicted of Contradiction, 
how intelligible, how conſiſtent a Doctrine is 
the Whole of what 1 have now ſet before you ? 

And from which it manifeſtly follows, that 
tho the Three Perſons are each Equal One, to 
the Other, as having the ſame Godhead com- 
mon to Them, and being Each the ſame God; 
yet is the Son Subordinate, or inferior in Order, to 
the Firſt Perſon by whom he is begotten, and 
the Holy Ghoſt to Both of Them, inaſmuch as 
he proceeds from Them. And This, We can evi- 
dently perceive, is a Foundation of, and.ren- 
ders fit the Inferiority of the Office of the Son to 
that of the Father, and of the Holy Ghoſt to 
the Offices of both the Father, and the Son; for a 
contrary Diſpoſition of Them would have been 


unſuitable to the Natural Order of the Perſons: 


So that the Son's Subordination to, and Acting Mi- 
niſterially under the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt's 
Subordination to, and Miſſion from Them Both, 
are not only no Contradictions to the Doctrine 
of Three equaily Divine Perſons, but, even, ne- 
ceſſary Conſequences of it, as above- explained. 


| Therefore 1 ſaid that any objected contradiction of 


either Reaſon, or any univerſally owned Propo- 


ſition of Scripture, to this Doctrine, worth men- 


tioning, beſides of a pretended Proof à priori of 


God, and the Unity of the Godhead, could not 

ſtand after the Fall of this laſt. 
Altho the Divine Attributes do anſwer 10 
the 


| 
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the General to the Ideas got by Reflection on 
our own Minds, that we expreſs by the ſame com- 
mon Terms; nevertheleſs the Manners of the 
former and latter, muſt be as totally diſtinct, and 
widely different, as Independency from Depend- 
ence. Which had the Soczmians conſidered, they 
would certainly never have aſſerted the Satisfa- 
ction of Chriſt for our Sins to the Divine Ju- 
ſtice, ro be inconſiſtent with our being ſaved by 
the free Grace of God. For the Manner of God's 
Juſtice being admitted to be ſo very different 
trom that of Our's, after which no Perſon of 
common Senſe, and Modeſty, but will own it alſo 
to be Incomprehenſible by us, there is left no 
poſſible Grounds for ſo much as Opinion, that 
God's granting us Salvation in Conſequence of 
his 1 to Chriſt's Satisfaction for our Sins, 
doth not bear a real, and juſt Analogy to a Crea- 
tures conferring a Kindneſs freely, in the prima- 
ry, and more direct ſenſe of that Word, upon a 
Brother-Creature; and conſequently confer a cor- 
reſpondent ( tho' infinitely greater in Degree ) 
Obligation upon us. The ſame Perſons alſo, I 
know, object ſome other Contradi#tons to this 
Article; but they either deſerve not mentioning 
or are deprived of their Foundations by my 
ſtating it, or elfe will fall under what I ſhall ſay 
to the next Article. 2 

Mꝰ² any Perſons are confident, that for the O- 
riginal Corruption of our Natures we are not 


| ſaved from eternal, or any, Puniſhment either 


by the Merits of Chriſt, or God's free Grace; 
| both which Dodtrines, They ſay, are contrary 
to the Juſtice of God; ſince our Original Cor- 

ruption 
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ruption is not of our own contracting, but what 
we could not avoid, and no Man can be Obliged 
to Impoſſibilities. If by being Obliged, theſe 
Gentlemen mean ſubject to Puniſhment by Law, 
I muſt deny their Aſſertion with this Word, (ge- 
nerally ſpeaking of a very undetermined ſignifi- 
cation, when uſed out of its proper Science of 
mere Morality whereof it 1s a Technical Term ) 
in it. For by Gods Law, directed indeed, like 
all his other Commands in the ſame Chapter, im- 
mediately to Adam only, that denounced Death, 
or eternal Miſery to him if he eat of the forbid- 
den Fruit, (which, in all Probability, was the 
only Inſtance wherein it was morally poſſible for | 
him to offend,) the leaſt Diſagreeableneſs of any 
Man to the Divine Will, is ſentenced to the-ſame 
Puniſhment; and ſo God's inflicting it on us for 
our corrupted Natures, notwithſtanding that we 
cannot help, nor avoid them, would be accord- 
ing to Law, and in one Senſe, conſequently, uſt. | 
---- But if they mean by Obligation being ſubjett to 
Puniſhment in Reaſon, I ſhall not ſay to the contra- 
ry, but that we cannot be Obliged, in this Senſe of 
the Word, to Impoſſibilities; and God's Juſtice, 
in the Senſe wherein it anſwers to the Sort of 
Juſtice called Equity in Men, could not inflict 
eternal, or any, Puniſhment properly ſpeaking (he 
certainly may infli& both, if either) on our Ori- 
ginal and unavoidable Sin. Very well; but might 


not Chriſt's Death nevertheleſs be zx order to our | | 


Exemption from the Rigor of the Law, 2 ſum- 
mo jure, and what by its Aptneſs, and Fitneſs to 


that End, procures it us; and ſo properly Re- | ti 


deem, and Save us from eternal Puniſhment for 
this, 


F > 


this, as well as our actual Sins? And tho God's 
not puniſhing us for It be an Act of his Zuſt:ce, or 
Equity, it may nevertheleſs, for what any Per- 
ſon, who cannot comprehend the Manner of this 
Attribute, can poſſibly prove to the contrary, 
be Favour, and free Grace in a very juſt Analoz:- 
cal Senſe, and with Reſpect to the real Obliga- 
tion thereby conferred on us. [So ] think it ve- 
ry manifeſt from what hath been ſaid to the 
countradictions objected both to this and the pre- 
ceding Articles, they are not capable of being 
proved; which I mention that no one may poſſi- 
bly, through Inattention to my Deſign under 
them, cenſure me as making what J have here 
advanced relating to them, either the true Man- 
ners of the Articles themſel ves, or of reſolving 
the objected Contradictions to them, which is 


not properly my preſent Buſineſs, nor would I 
be interpreted as defigning; but only to ſhew _ 
+ | that the mentioned pretended Contradzttions can- 


not be proved againſt them, without denying other 
Anſwers to be the true Reſolutions of theſe Con- 
tradictions, or Manners of the Articles. ] 

I know of no Contradiction, either of Reaſon, 
or Holy Writt, that ever was objected to our 
being enabled to perform the Conditions of Sal- 
yation, or ſo much as the leaſt good Thing, only 
by the Grace of God, conferred upon us for the 


Sake of the Sacrifice of Chriſt, and the Seed of 


| the Woman, eſpecially as 1 have ſtated this Do- 

ctrine above. 

Nor to any of the above-mentioned Inſtitu- 

| tions of the Goſpel, except the Pretence (in a 

Bock intituled The Naht of the Chriſtian Church,) 
| tha 


tl 
I We: 
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that moſt of them are inconſiſtent with Mens na- 
tural Rights, ( or however that will not receive 
the ſame Anſwer, as it) which is confuted under 
the laſt Diviſion of my preſent Argument, if 
our Gracious, and Beneyolent Creator, and Re- 
deemer hath a Power of inſtituting, and requiring 
our Obedience to Means of our greateſt Virtue, 
and Happineſs: If we ſet aſide the imagined Op- 
poſitions of ſome of them to thoſe Texts of Ho- 
ly Scripture which manifeſtly ſtile Chriſt the ſole 
Ruler, and Teacher, and Lawgiver of the Church, 
of certain late Writers, who, if they are not ut- 
terly deſtitute of all Shame, or Modeſty, muſt be 
alhamed of ſuch Chimeras, that were ſo unan- 
{werably expoſed in Dr. Rogers s Diſcourſe of the 
Viſible and Invifible Church, and Review of the ſame, 
by which (a great Wonder indeed!) they were 
ſilenced. 

But tho our Reaſonimgs concerning controvert- 
ed Points of Divinity are not to be relied on, and 
never, without Exception, deſerve any the leaſt 
Credit, when they contradict the Ancient Church's 


Interpretations of them (for what I have ſaid of 


ſome, may be applied to every Inſtance ;) may we 
not be well ſatisfied that Holy Scripture doth not 


contain theſe Interpretations, or Doctrines aſ- 
erted by them; or that it contains different and 


contrary ones? 


No Doubt, all the Parts of the Goſpel were | 


plain to Them who peruſed it quickly, and a 
conſiderable while, after it was wrote. And there- 


fore not to mention the preſent Difficulties of | 
underſtanding them that are owing to the ex- 
treme Equivocalneſs of the Greek Language, 
eſpe- 


1 


N 
eſpecially of the New Teſtament, together with 
our Unacquaintance with rhe Occaſions of this, 
or that Book, or Part thereof, and other neceſ- 
ſary Circumftances; beſides many other Cauſes 
much of the ſame Nature, that I ſhall it men- 
tioning, In Conſequence of the different Com- 
binations of ſimple Ideas into complexones, which 
different Cuſtoms, Faſhions, Opinions, and other 
accidental Cauſes bring into Uſe, and make ob- 
ſolete in different Ages, and becauſe few Texts can 
be underſtood without underſtanding the Con- 
text alſo, the Doctrines, and Inſtitutions of Holy 
Scripture muſt be hard to be aſcertained by read- 
ing It only, in Ages at any conſiderable Diſtance 
from the firſt, unleſs God had been at the Ex- 
pence of a continued Miracle, to have expreſſed 
them therein innumerable Ways ſome or other of 
which would be peculiarly adapted to every Age; 
which we do not only know he hath not, bur 
ſurely alſo cannot be ſo intolerably unreaſona- 
ble as to expect him to have done, being his Pro- 
vidence hath, as I ſhall ſhew preſently, ſupplied 
us with other Means, beſides our own unaſſiſted 
Peruſal of Holy Scripture, whereby we may ob- 
tain a rational very great Aſſurance of them. 
Which 1s ſufficient Proof that we cannot conclude 
the Ancient Church's Interpretation of this or that 


controverted Point of Divinity not to be, becauſe 


we do not perceive it is, really contained in Ho- 
ly Scripture. 5 

But be this Matter as it will, That there is no 
Pretence to Think either that Its Interpretations 
of theſe Points are not, or that other contrary 


ones are, contained in Holy Scripture, we may 
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be aſſured from their Advocates pretended Proofs 
of both the one, and the other of theſe Opinions, 
which, tho they vainly call them Scripture ones, 
do manifeſtly all bottom on their Metaphyſicks, 
or Reaſons; and alſo from their Adverſaries 
Confutations of them. Tho their not being 
obſerved, nor ſo much as ſuſpected to be true, ei- 
ther of them, by the Ancient Fathers in any 
Inſtance, nay in moſt Inſtances for very many 
Centuries, would ſuffer us to doubt of this Con- 
cluſion. 

I ſhall now examine what Evidence the An- 
cient Church can furniſh of theſe controverted 
Points of Divinity and Scripture for which we 
pleads its Authority and Interpretations of them ; 
not leſs ſurely than that which Reaſon, and 
Scripture give againſt them, which 1s none at all. 
By the Antient Church J mean the Catholick 
Church, conſiſting of all profeſſed Chriſtians ex- 


cept Excommunicated Hereticks, for the three, 


or four firſt Centuries of Chriſtianity. 


To ſatisfie any impartial Man that the An- 


cient Church aſſented to Three Perſons, One 
God, I ſhall not inſiſt on the famous Challenge, 
in the Year 383, of the Orthodox, to have their 
Cauſe tried at the Barr of the Ancient Fathers, 
which the leading Arians of that Time, Men as 
famous for their Ingenuity and Subtilty, as, per- 


haps, Any of the ſame Denomination ever ei- 


ther before, or ſince them, durſt not accept: 
Nor on the Authority of the moſt Venerable 
Nicene Council, which was held in the Year 325; 


nor ſeveral other moſt unqueſtionable Proofs. 
1 ſhall lay the Foundation of my Argument, not 
1 
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on the Univerſality of that Council, which in- 
deed cannot be affirmed of it; but on the Igno- 
rance very many Churches were under of its 
Decrees, much more of thoſe of the next (you 
may, if you will, call it) General Council, which 
directly aſſerted the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt: 
For Inſtance, not only our own Britiſh Churches 
which, ſo late as the latter End of the ſixth Cen- 
tury, celebrated Eaſter contrary to the expreſs 
Decree of Nice relating to that Matter; and the 
African, as we learn from ſeveral Inſtances, too 
often mentioned by Writers.to need to be re- 
peated in this Place; but ſeveral others, who 


elſe can imagine that the the famous Hilary of 


Poitiers in France, ſhould never have ſo much 
as heard of the Council, till ſome Time after he 
was Biſhop of this Place,? All which Churches * 
after the Time of this Council, and whilſt they 


1 As we learn from himſelf, De ſynod. fid. Cath. adverſ. Arian. in 
2 Concerning the African, and all the 7eftern Churches ex- 
cept the Brit ſh I need ſay Nothing. The Briz/h Churches were free 
from the Arian Hereſy all through the Reign of Conſtantine, and Ju- 
lian, as is plain from a Letter wrote to his Succeſſor Jovian from A- 
thanaſius, and other Biſhops, aſſembled in the Name of all the Bi- 
ſhops of Ægypt, Thebais, and Libya. Vid. Athan. Epiſt. ad Jovian. in 
tom. 1. part. 2. p. 781. (Grzco-Lat. Edit. Pariſ. 1698.) Art. 2. Theo- 
dor. Excleſiaft. Fiſt, Lib. 4. cap.3. Not to mention therefore Ferom's 
(in Epiſt. Evagr. p. 624. Edit. Pariſ. 1624.) and Chryſoftom's (Tom. 3. 
| Tom. 6. p. 635. Tom. 8. p. 111. Edit. Bon.) Teſtimonies, 

ong after, of their agreeing with other Churches in the true Faith; 


it is plain the Britains were clear of Arianiſm at the Council of A. 


riminium, which was held in the Year 359, between three, and four 
Years before the Death of Julian, which Gildas, and Bede after him 
lay to their Charge on no other Foundation but three of their Bi- 
ſhops being of that Council; from whence, as is plain from the Hi- 
ſtory of it, (which is well collected, and related in Maimbourg's Hi- 
ſtory of Arianiſm, Vol. 1. p. 217 &c. in Webſter's Tranſlation ) the 
quite contrary ought rather to be inferred. 

This Orthodoxy of all theſe Churches is that which alone can ac- 
count for their Ignorance of the Decrees of Nice; for had they 5 
C2 e- 


204 


were ignorant of its Decrees, did moſt undenia- 


bly adhere to the Doctrine of Three Perſons, 


one God. Nay it is moſt certain that never after 
that famous Æra, was Arianiſin, under which I 
include the Denial of the Divinity of the Holy 
Ghoſt, which is connected with it, received any 
where, where it was not introduced by ſubtle 
Sophiſtry, or did not force its Way by the Coun- 
tenance, and Perſecution of Power. 
Proof ſurely, that the Contrary was the firſt 
Faith in every Place. And whereof it had kept 
conſtant Poſſeſſion, till, in the Beginning of the 
fourth Century, Arms, after having firſt of all 
brazened his Forehead, and ſteeled his Con- 
{cience, by a Cauſelels Schiſin from his Dioceſan, 
and the Catholick Church, and being after a firſt 
Reſtoration juſtly expelled out of it again, ſuffi- 
ciently to qualify him to aſſert and maintain No- 
vel, and before Unheard * Blaſphemies, ſoon at- 
ter a ſecond Admiſſion, by too eaſy a Prelate, in- 
to the Church, introduced his abominable He- 


— — — 
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believed, or doubed of the true Doctrine of the Trinity, and ſo there 
had been any Occaſion for it in ſo momentous an Article, theſe 
Decrees, and Conftantine's Circular Letters, would have been diſ- 
perſed among them, and the Profeſſion of the Nicene Creed re- 


quired from them all (at leaſt that had any Biſhops, of this Coun- 


cil which indeed, to ſay no more, may be very much queſtioned 
of the Britiſh Churches) as well as the Eaſtern Churches, where A. 
rius, and his Adherents had vented their Poyſon; but the Caſe bein 
otherwiſe it was thought adviſable not to lay a poſtible Tempta - 
tion in the Way of ſome weak Members of thoſe Churches, there 
being no Occaſion for it. 1 For ſuch did Arius aſſert, as is truly 
obſeryed by his Dioceſan, tho* the Original of his Errors was from 
Ebion Artemas &c. as that worthy Patriarch alſo obſerved. See his 
Epiſt. ad Aexandr. Conſtantin. in Theod. Eccleſ. Hiſt, Lib. 1. c. 4. and 
alſo another Circular one extant in Soc. Hiſt. L. 1. c. 6. and in the 
ſecond Part of the firſt Tome of Athanaſms's Works, p. 397. Græc. 
Lat. Pariſ. Edit. 1698. 


reſy 


A manifeſt 
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reſy after him. Happy had it been for the Chri- 


ſtian World, that it had been diſcharged of it, 


at the ſame Time, when that Wretch's Bowels, 
by the juſt Judgment of God, mixing with his 
Excrements,went out, the ſame Way, with them 
into the Jakes 

Not Socinus himſelf, nor, I think, any of his 
Followers, were ever ſo confident as to deny, 
that the whole ancient Church did believe our 
Bleiled Saviour offer d himſelf, and gave up his 
Life, a real and proper Sacrifice, and ſo made 
Satisfaction for our Sins. 

And that It eſteemed the ſame Sacrifice of- 
tered for Original,(tho' ſome indeed pretend that 
we were ſubject to, and freed from, only Natu- 
ral Death on the account of this Sin,according to 
the Opinions of the Ancienteſt Fathers,) as well 


as aCtual Sins; and that God enables us to per- 


form the Conditions of Salvation, and even the 


leaſt good Thing, only through, and for the 
Sake of it; You will readily own, if youl only re- 
collect the Reception the contrary Errors of 


Pelagius met with every where, at their firſt Ap- 


pearance, in the Beginning of the fifth Century. 


That by Its Opinion the Sacrament of the 


| Lords Supper is a principal Part of God's pu- 
| blick Worſhip; and all Chriſtians are enjoyned 
a very frequent Participation of it; witneſs the 
denominating of the whole Service often from 
it; and the very frequent Returns of all the Faith- 
tuls receiving it, in the early Ages. 


* —_— 


1 A good Account of which you may ſee in Uſſeris Brizan. Eccleſ. 


With 
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With the Hiſtory whereof no Man can be to- 
lerably acquainted, and not be well ſatisfied, that 
in thoſe Days ſacred Offices, and publick Wor- 
ſhip, were never diſcharged, and offered up in 
the Church, unleſs by Intruſion, or Deceit, 
(and they accounted the Perſons thus unlawfal- 
ly aſſuming the ſacred Functions, guilty of the 
vileſt of Crimes, abominable Sacrilege) by any 
other Perſons, but Miniſters ordained to theſe 
Ends by Others who received their Conſecra- 
tions, and Powers of Ordaining, either imme- 
diately, or mediately, from ſome of the Apoſtles, 
whoſe Commiſſions were from Chriſt; who was 
commiſſioned by God. Nay it cannot be pre- 
tended that, in thoſe Times, any Others were 
ever ſo much as permitted to Preach, or expound 
publickly the Scriptures, .in the Church, if we 
except the fingle Inſtance of Origen, whom in- 
deed when he was a Layman two certain Biſhops 
did once ſet to do it in their Preſence, making 
him thereby, as it were, their Mouths ; who in- 
deed pleaded in Juſtification of that their Raſh- 
neſs, not to ſay Crime, three, I think, parallel 
Inſtances. 

The Head of every Dioceſe, in the.early Ages 
of Chriſtianity, the Form of Government where- 
of is tranſmitted down to us, was a Biſhop. Nay 
the Adverſaries of Epiſcopacy cannot allege 10 
much as a fingle Inſtance, in all the firſt fifteen 


hundred Years of Chriſtianity, of any Church s | 
not being governed by a Biſhop. Who alone had 


not only all the other Eccleſiaſtical Powers 


primarily and independently in himſelf, but alſo 
ſolely that of Ordination; and was the Legiſla- 
tor“, 
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to- | tor; and Judge both over all the other Clergy, 
tat | and Laity, in his own Dioceſe, inveſted with | 
or- | the Authority to depoſe the former, and excom- ||| 
in | municate, and receive again into Communion, 
eit, all the Members of it without Exception; him- 
i ſelf being ſubject to the Canons of, and to be 
called to an Account, and even Depoſed, or 
Excommunicated by, a Synod of Biſhops of his 
own Province or Nation; who? were in like 
Manner ſubject to the whole Apoſtolical Col- 
lege; or a General Council. 

In all the Points I have inſtanced in (I might 
alſo have inſtanced in many more, if the Time 
would have permitted me,) tis manifeſt, not 
only from the Treatiſes of particular Early Wri- 
ters, which are Evidences that I have not infilted 
upon, but, as we have ſeen, from Eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtory, or the Confeſſions of Adverſaries them- | 
ſelves, (which, alone, I urged only concerning 
the Doctrine of the Satisfaction of Chriſt, againſt 
the Sociniant,) the Ancient Church did Untverſally 
agree. 

* then, the primitive Chriſtians, whoſe 

Sufferings ſo much for the Faith, muſt aſſure us 
ges | of their ſo hearty and fincere Regard for it that 
re- | they would take all poſſible Care not be miſta- 
Jay | ken concerning it, were of tolerable Underſtand- 
ſo | ings; and you conſequently ſuppoſe it was mo- 


een | rally impoſſible for them to err in any of thoſe 
SE | —— | — 


had 1 The Extent, and Limits &c. of theſe Epiſcopal Powers, you 
7Ers | know I make no Doubt, are ſer forth in Biſhop Potter's Diſcourſe of 
ill Church Government. 2 Theſe Concluſions are manifeſt from the pro- | 
{ vincial and acxmenical Councils, and occaſions that brought them to- | 


fla- J gether, with their Canons, related in Church Hiſtory: 


Points 
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Points, all which they had ſo good Opportuni- 
ties of thoroughly knowing. If you ſuppoſe they 
were weak People, and nevertheleſs miſtaken con- 
cerning them, you ſuppoſe ſtill a much greater 
Impoſſibility than the former; that Thouſands, 
and Millions of ſilly People, Members of diffe- 
rent Societies, conſiderably, and very far, diſtant, 
one, from another, did not only deſert and for- 
ſake the true Doctrines and Inſtitutions of Chri- 
ſtianity, all at once, immediately, or at leaſt ve- 
ry ſoon, after they were propagated in all of 
them; but alſo embrace, each Society, and many 
Ages continue in, the ſame Errors, inſtead of 
them. If but conſiderable Numbers indeed of 
any Perſons, of weak, ignorant ones eſpecially, 
deſert the Roads chalked out to them, by thoſe 
that went before them, how do they wander, 
and diſperſe one from another? Is it not rare 
ever to meet with ſo much as any Two of them 
in the ſame Way? and wherein they are always 
ſure not long to continue. 

So, whether the primitive Chriſtians had Senſe, 


or were as deſtitute of it as ſome Perſons ſeem to 


affect to believe them, either Way, ſtill if the 
Higheſt Moral Evidence be ſuperior to No Evi- 
dence at all: If a Weight at leaſt almoſt Impoſſi- 
ble to be preponderated be heavier than Light- 
neſs itſelf ; will it not be hard for any one to for- 


bear invoking the Tongues of Men, and Angels, 

to expreſs his juſt Aſtoniſhment at the prodigious | j 
Folly, as well as moſt amazing Impudence, of 
the Men, who rely upon their private Interpre- | 
tations of the Doctrines, and Inſtitutions of the 
Goſpel, in Oppoſition to the united Teſtimony | 


of 


[ 25 ] 
of the Ancient Church, whereby, on the contra- 
ry, Reaſon (which aſſuredly maſt be the Rule of 
Aſſent to every Perſon in the /aft Reſult) ſo very 
poſitively, and ftrongly commands us all to be 
intirely influenced, determined? 1 ſhall quickly, 


as 1 propoſed, 


II. Diſpatch the Objections that deſerve men- 
tioning, or are not already ſo manifeſtly ob- 
viated, and confuted, that it 1s needleſs to de- 
tain you upon them. 

With ſome Men it ſeems to pals for a very 
conſiderable Objection, that, in all Things, our 
final, and ultimate Guide muſt be our Reaſon. In 
which Aſſertion I intirely agree with them, and ſo 
have juſtly, and manifeſtly 1 think, inferred the 
very Concluſion They looked upon as ſubyerted 
by it. 

Mighty Confidence of their Cauſe They place 
in Holy Scripture s being the Rule of all Articles 
of Chriſtianity. Wherein again I am intirely 
with them, and therefore, againſt them, do con- 

_ clude, that We muſt neceſſarily embrace thoſe 
Articles that are atteſted by the Ancient Church ; 
fince We may be aſſured that they are the Scri- 
| Þture ones, 
They moreover object the ill Arguings, and 
abſurd Interpretations of Scripture Texts of ſe- 
veral,or all the Ancient Fathers. I likewiſe will- 
ingly accept this Kind Conceſſion at their Hands, 
and heartily thank them for it. For firſt, for 
Parts, and Learning, the Ancient Fathers were 
not inferior to the Scholars of any Age fince 
NY their Times, and had beſides many much bette 
ol | b a 
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Opportunities, and Means (which I need not 
ſtop to enumerate before You) of underſtand- 
ing every Part of the New Teſtament eſpecial- 
ly; and ſo Their many abſurd Reaſonings, and 
Interpretations of this Divine Book, ( as you 
will plainly perceive upon recollecting the for- 
mer Part of the firſt Head of this Diſcourſe, 
lay the Foundation of the Concluſion of it as 
deep, and make it as ſtrong, and firm, as 
ble. Secondly their mentioned Abſurdities and 
Miſtakes, that claſhed very much among them- 
ſelves as well as with Truth, is the ſtrongeſt 
Confirmation imaginable of their embracing and 
retaining the Articles in which they anzwerſaily 
agreed in all the Ancient Churches, not on the 
Grounds of their own Reaſonings and Senſes of 


— 


Scripture, the Conſequence whereof would, it 


is manifeſt from hence, have been little or no 
Harmony and Concord at all among them, but 
becauſe they followed, cloſe, Tradition, that Howed 
conſtantly all along through all their Times in 


every Church, derived from the Apoſtles and 
firſt Propagators of Chriſtianity; and doth there- 


fore add great Strength to the Superſtructure and 
Concluſion mentioned. A fine Way, truly, of 
deſtroy ing it! 


And which is ſcarce equalled by that other 


ſtrong Confirmation of it, contained in their 


| Objection to it from the contrary Decrees of 
Councils, and reſolutely maintained Opinions of 
Fathers, of different Churches, concerning ſome 
Rituals, for Inſtance, the Rebaptization of He- 
ticks, and the Time of celebrating Eaſter: Which 

obſtinate Adherence of the oppoſite Parties, each, 


tO 
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to their own Reaſonings, and Notions concern- 
ing Baptiſm in the former Caſe, that it is moſt 
probable was not determined either Way by A- 
poſtolical Tradition, and to this Tradition in 
the latter, (for 'tis beyond Controverſy that both 
Parties herein could allege the Practice of Apo- 
ſtles on their Side, and therefore it was lawful 
to celebrate Eaſter at either of the 1 imes con- 
tended for) is another ſtrong Proof of the Truth 
of the Concluſions in Divinity wherein all the 
Ancient Churches did univerſally agree: It ſhews 
not only that they would never have ſo agreed 
in them had each Society been guided by only 
its own Reaſonings, and Interpretations of Scri- 
pture in their Choice bf them; but alſo that 
they would not have taken them One from An- 
other tho their Circumſtances had not rendered 
their Doing ſo Impoſſible; and that therefore 
they were queſtionleſs all derived from the ſame 
common Apoſtolical Tradition: which Argu- 
ment, as well as ſome others, however I did not 
allege, there was ſo little Occaſion for them. 
Theſe Champions of Reaſon, and interpret- 
ing Holy Scripture without other Aſſiſtance, do 
vehemently deſpiſe all Authority, and ſo will 
not be ruled by that of the Ancient Church. Kind, 
Good-natured Adverſaries ! That will always be 
ſerving Ours, to the utter Ruin, and Deſtruction 
of Their own Cauſe ! For let not any Man ever 
be influenced by Authority, in other Words, the 
bare Opinions, or Aſſertions of Men, be their 
Characters what they will, never acquieſce in 
them unleſs when there is all the Reaſon in the 
World, to be aſſured they are true, and the 
: D 2 con- 
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contrary Opinions are utterly deſtitute of all 
Manner of Support, or Evidence,which is ſurely, 
not to be influenced by Authority properly ſpeak: 
ing, but to obey Reaſon, And their Cauſe wil 
for ever be without ſo much as one ſingle Pro- 
ſelyte, or Adherent, All the Chriſtian World, 
without Exception, will immovably acquieſce in 
Thoſe Reaſonable Interpretations of Scripture I 
have ſhewn have an unqueſtionable Title to that 
Appellation. ; 

I will intreat your Attention to Two Corol- 
laries from this Diſcourſe, 

1. It's appearing that None of the Articles 
profeſſed by the Ancient Church are contrary 
to Reaſon, nor Scripture, is of no ſmall Import- 
ance, and very proper Evidence, in the Cauſe of 
Chriſtianity. Indeed the Defences of this Di- 
vine Religion in general, by late learned Hands, 
muſt ſurely have utterly defeated its moſt ſan- 
guinary Adverſaries Hopes of ever ſucceeding 
by direct, and open Attacks of it, Neverthe- 
theleſs it is not out of all even very conſiderable 
Danger from another Method of certain Gentle- 
men, who, in order, as They ſay,“ to render it 
ce Impregnable, are for demoliſhing its weak Out- 


« Works, which ſerve only for Shelter, and Lodge- 


« ment to the Enemy from whence to batter it 
« more effectually, and ſo drawing it within the 
« Compaſs of its firm, and Natural Intrenchments”. 
So, not only the Gentleman I have borrowed this 
Metaphor from, but Others pretend they are 
acting for the Defence of Chriſtianity, whilſt 


they are Reaſoning againſt, and endeavouring to 
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confute ſeveral of the Articles of the Ancient 
Church. But ſo far are theſe Articles from being 
the Outworks they pretend, that to quit them, 
would be to ſurrender to the Enemy ſo many 
Storehouſes of Arms and Ammunition, where- 
with he may eaſily, if not demoliſh the City of 
Chriſtianity itſelf, which is indeed Impoſſible, 
on the Account of its Natural Strength, as well 
as of the above-mentioned Defences, yet do great 
Execution on very many of the Inhabitants of 
it. For fince it is, as I have ſhewn, Manifeſtly 
Morally Impoſſible for all the Ancient Churches 
to deſert the Doctrines, and Inſtitutions of the 
Goſpel eſtabliſned among them by the Apoſtles 
and firſt Preachers of it, and embrace the ſame 
Errors inſtead of them, if therefore any of them 
wherein they All agree were contrary to Rea- 
ſon, and conſequently falſe, abſurd, would not 
That plainly be the higheſt Moral Evidence of 
the Falſeneſs of Chriſtianity itſelf? and which, 
tho not ſo ſtrong as the united Forces of many 
moſt powerful Arguments whereby It is ſup- 
ported, would not fail of overturning the Faith 
of too many Chriſtians, who have not Patience, 
nor perhaps Abilities, duly to examine, and eſti- 
mate thoſe ſuperior Forces maintaining their 
Religion? 

Indeed, had the Gentleman aforementioned, 
by the Weak Outworks of Chriſtianity, meant 


only the generally imagined Manners,and Grounds 
of ſome of the Articles atteſted by the whole 
Ancient Church, not the Articles themſelves, I 
4 ſhould not have taken upon me to deny his 

Charge contained by Implication in the Words I 


bor- 
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borrowed from him; it being no improbable 
Conſequence from what I advanced in the Be- 
ginning of the firſt Head of this Diſcourſe, that 
ſeveral very abſurd Manners, and Grounds of true 
Articles may be, in any Ages whatever, generally 
as ſtiffly maintained, as the Articles themſelves, 
nay Confounded with them. And therefore No 
Perſon ſhould be too confident of what he takes 
to be the trae Manners, and Grounds of any 
Articles, at leaſt till he hath minutely examin- 
ed, and reſolved every Term employed in his 
Reaſoning upon them into its fimple Ideas; and 
plainly perceived both that all they, and alſo 
every other Part of his Arguments, have all the 
Qualifications which he is aſſured, by an actual 
Application of them to ſound Rules of Logick, 
and Aſſent, do require and command his Ac- 
quieſcence in them. Nay even tho he has thus 


obtained this Aſſurance, nevertheleſs if he finds | * 


the juſt Manners, and Grounds of any Articles to 
be different from what are generally eſteemed 
ſo, as 'tis very great Odds he will find ſome of 
them, the ſame Conſiderations of Men's Liable- 
neſs not to aſſent to true Reaſon, if he alſo re- 
flects on the Power of Prejudice, may, perhaps, 
be a ſafficient Motive to induce him not to in- 
fiſt upon them, and take a Method of Defending 
the Articles, and Chriſtianity itſelf, which with 
too Many, both Friends, and Enemies, may at 
leaſt for a long Time, bring him under the Im- 
putation of deſigning either againſt the former 
or latter, or both ; and ſo injure if not the Cauſe 
he really invincibly defends, however, his own 
Quiet, | 

But 
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But the Way which hath been taken in this 
Diſcourſe, of diſtinguiſhing between the Arti- 
cles themſelves, and the reputed Manners, and 
Grounds of them, and ſhewing that there is not 
the leaſt Pretence of Reaſon, or Scripture,againſt 
the former, is not liable to theſe Diſcourage- 
ments, and doth anſwer the ſame Ends as the 
other. It doth not only defeat the above-men- 
tioned Attempts againſt Chriſtianity, but alſo 
is a moſt ſtrong and irreſiſtible Confirmation of 
it. For if in ſo many Articles, and of ſuch a 
Nature, as thoſe for which we can juſtly plead 
the Authority of the Ancient Church, the Pro- 
mulgators of Chriſtianity never ſplit upon the 
Rock of any ſingle Contradiction to Reaſon, or 
to Themſelves, let, 1 do not ſay any Unpreju- 
diced Perſon, but the moſt bitter of its Adver- 
ſaries, if he be not bereft of common Senſe, ſay, 
if this Religion be not andoubtedly not of Man 
but of more than human Contrivance. J 

2. Not only the Abſurdity of Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, and conſequently of the Romn/b Religion, is 
apparent to our Senſes, and every One's Reaſon, 
who will ſuffer himſelf to think freely concern- 
ing it. But alſo The Ancient Church hath been 
unanſwerably ſhewn to determine againſt this 
abſurd Religion in all the Articles wherein 
Our's diſagrees from it. And both the Profeſſors 
of It, and ſetting aſide the Pretences of our Mo- 
dern Ariant, who have forfeited all Title to 
the leaſt Credit of any Perſons of common Senſe, 
by laying Claim to our Liturgy, which Every 
Body knows is directly againft them, nay Atba- 
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naſius's and Biſhop Bull's Writings are preſſed in- 


to their Service; will they not, evr it be longs 
lay Claim to the Atbanaſſan Creed, and Dr. Wa- 
terland s Confutations of them? All the other 


Adverſaries of our Church univerſally own, it 
can juſtly plead the Authority of the Ancient 


Church for all it's Doctrines, and Frame of Po- 


lity. The Adverſaries of Epzſcopacy themſelves, 
who have the greateſt Reluctance to this Con- 


ceſſion, nevertheleſs the few Scraps of two, or | 


three late Fathers quoted by them, being ſo ap- 
parently of no Service to their Cauſe, are forced, 
for the Support of it, to betake themſelves to 
depreciating the Authority of the Ancient Church, 
which they cannot but be convinced is full a- 


gainſt them. Or elſe to pretend there is no Rea- | 
{on for perpetually Retaining this Inſtitution, 
either becauſe it may not be always neceſſary, 
nor convenient, which Pretence is already fully 


obviated in this Diſcourſe ; or of the Abolition 
of ſome other primitive, and Apoſtolical Inſtitu- 


tions, which Plea (not to take Notice of the Sen- 
timents it might eaſily be ſhewn the Primitive 


Chriſtians univerſally entertained of it) I will 


own, will be of ſome Service to them, when they 
can ſhew that the Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy was, 
like the aboliſhed ones, only Occaſionally appoint- 
ed, and on Ends not now to be anſwered. Glory 


therefore ought we to give to God, who hath 


put it into the Power even of the meaneſt Ca- 
pacity readily to diſtinguiſh the true Church, as | 
well as the moſt unfeigned Thanks that it 1s | 


That Church whereof we are Members. May 
| we 
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we all Live, and Die, true, and pious Sons of it; 
and ſo be in Communion with Chrift, and his 
holy Catholick Church, both here, and hereaf- 
ter, World without End, God of his infinite 
Mercy grant through the Merits of Him who 
purchaſed us with his Blood, Chriſt Jeſus. 


ERRAT A. 


P.4. 1.14. for of) r.) of. p.18. 1.15. for pleads, r. plead. 
p. 12.1.3. after Another, r. as Head, Fountain, or Centre. 
I. 4. after attempted, ada, to be proved. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


Say in the Title-page, This Sermon was 

preached at St. MARY's Sc. I mean only 
with reſpect to the Matter of it; for in other 
reſpects it has received Alterations in ſeveral 
Places. Beſides, I did not preach the firſt Corol- 
lary, which 1 thought would detain me too 
| nor the laſt Objection but one, and the 
Anſwer to it, under the ſecond Head; and alſo 


omitted an Ex preſſion or two in the laſt Co- 
rollary, 
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